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In response, on September 9, 1998, a

unanimous UN Security Council con-
demned Iraq’s action and suspended its
sanctions’ reviews until UNSCOM and
the IAEA report that they are satisfied
that they have been able to exercise
their full range of activities. Within
the last week, Iraq’s Deputy Foreign
Minister refused to rescind Iraq’s deci-
sion. Throughout this process and de-
spite the unanimity in the UN Security
Council, Iraq has depicted the United
States and Britain as preventing
UNSCOM and the IAEA from certifying
Iraqi compliance with its obligations.

To review, Iraq unlawfully invaded
and occupied Kuwait, it’s armed forces
were ejected from Kuwait by the U.S.-
led coalition forces, active hostilities
ceased, and the UN Security Council
demanded and Iraq accepted, as a con-
dition of a cease-fire, that its weapons
of mass destruction programs be de-
stroyed and that such destruction be
accomplished under international su-
pervision and permanent monitoring,
and that economic and weapons sanc-
tions remain in effect until those con-
ditions are satisfied.

Mr. President, by invading Kuwait,
Iraq threatened international peace
and security in the Persian Gulf re-
gion. By its failure to comply with the
conditions it accepted as the inter-
national community’s requirements for
a cease-fire, Iraq continues to threaten
international peace and security. By
its refusal to abandon its quest for
weapons of mass destruction and the
means to deliver them, Iraq is directly
defying and challenging the inter-
national community and directly vio-
lating the terms of the cease fire be-
tween itself and the United States-led
coalition.

Mr. President, it is vitally important
for the international community to re-
spond effectively to the threat posed by
Iraq’s refusal to allow UNSCOM and
the IAEA to carry out their missions.
To date, the response has been to sus-
pend sanctions’ reviews and to seek to
reverse Iraq’s decision through diplo-
macy.

Mr. President, as UN Secretary Gen-
eral Kofi Annan noted when he success-
fully negotiated the memorandum of
agreement with Saddam Hussein in
February, ‘‘You can do a lot with diplo-
macy, but of course you can do a lot
more with diplomacy backed up by
fairness and force.’’ It is my sincere
hope that Saddam Hussein, when faced
with the credible threat of the use of
force, will comply with the relevant
UN Security Council Resolutions. But,
I believe that we must carefully con-
sider other actions, including, if nec-
essary, the use of force to destroy sus-
pect sites if compliance is not
achieved.

Mr. President, the Iraqi people are
suffering because of Saddam Hussein’s
noncompliance. The United States has
no quarrel with the Iraqi people. It is
most unfortunate that they have been
subjected to economic sanctions for
more than seven years. If Saddam Hus-

sein had cooperated with UNSCOM and
the IAEA from the start and had met
the other requirements of the UN Secu-
rity Council resolutions, including the
accounting for more than 600 Kuwaitis
and third-country nationals who dis-
appeared at the hands of Iraqi authori-
ties during the occupation of Kuwait,
those sanctions could have been lifted
a number of years ago. I support the
UN’s oil-for-food program and regret
that Saddam Hussein took more than
five years to accept it. In the final
analysis, as the Foreign Ministers of
Bahrain, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia and the United Arab Emirates,
comprising the Gulf Cooperation Coun-
cil stated at the time of the February
crisis: ‘‘responsibility for the result of
this crisis falls on the Iraqi regime
itself.’’

I ask that the letter to the President
be printed in the RECORD.

The letter follows:
U.S. SENATE,

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES,
Washington, DC, October 9, 1998.

THE PRESIDENT,
The White House, Washington, DC.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: We are writing to ex-
press our concern over recent developments
in Iraq.

Last February, the Senate was working on
a resolution supporting military action if di-
plomacy did not succeed in convincing Sad-
dam Hussein to comply with the United Na-
tions Security Council resolutions concern-
ing the disclosure and destruction of Iraq’s
weapons of mass destruction. This effort was
discontinued when the Iraqi government re-
affirmed its acceptance of all relevant Secu-
rity Council resolutions and reiterated its
willingness to cooperate with the United Na-
tions Special Commission (UNSCOM) and the
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA)
in a Memorandum of Understanding signed
by its Deputy Prime Minister and the United
Nations Secretary General.

Despite a brief interval of cooperation,
however, Saddam Hussein has failed to live
up to his commitments. On August 5, Iraq
suspended all cooperation with UNSCOM and
the IAEA, except some limited monitoring
activity.

As UNSCOM Executive Chairman Richard
Butler told us in a briefing for all Senators
in March, the fundamental historic reality is
that Iraq has consistently sought to limit,
mitigate, reduce and, in some cases, defeat
the Security Council’s resolutions by a vari-
ety of devices.

We were gratified by the Security Coun-
cil’s action in unanimously passing Resolu-
tion 1194 on September 9. By condemning
Iraq’s decision to suspend cooperation with
UNSCOM and the IAEA, by demanding that
Iraq rescind that decision and cooperate
fully with UNSCOM and the IAEA, by decid-
ing not to conduct the sanctions’ review
scheduled for October 1998 and not to con-
duct any future such reviews until UNSCOM
and the IAEA, report that they are satisfied
that they have been able to exercise the full
range of activities provided for in their man-
dates, and by acting under Chapter VII of the
United Nations Charter, the Security Coun-
cil has sent an unambiguous message to Sad-
dam Hussein.

We are skeptical, however, that Saddam
Hussein will take heed of this message even
though it is from a unanimous Security
Council. Moreover, we are deeply concerned
that without the intrusive inspections and
monitoring by UNSCOM and the IAEA, Iraq
will be able, over time, to reconstitute its
weapons of mass destruction programs.

In light of these developments, we urge
you, after consulting with Congress, and con-
sistent with the U.S. Constitution and laws,
to take necessary actions (including, if ap-
propriate, air and missile strikes on suspect
Iraq sites) to respond effectively to the
threat posed by Iraq’s refusal to end its
weapons of mass destruction programs.

Sincrely,
Carl Levin, Joe Lieberman, Frank R.

Lautenberg, Dick Lugar, Kit Bond, Jon
Kyl, Chris Dodd, John McCain, Kay
Bailey Hutchison, Alfonse D’Amato,
Bob Kerrey, Pete V. Domenici, Dianne
Feinstein, Barbara A. Mikulski.

Thomas Daschle, John Breaux, Tim
Johnson, Daniel K. Inouye, Arlen Spec-
ter, James Inhofe, Strom Thurmond,
Mary L. Landrieu, Wendell Ford, John
F. Kerry, Chuck Grassley, Jesse Helms,
Rick Santorum.∑
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TRIBUTE TO NORTEL NETWORKS

∑ Mr. FAIRCLOTH. Mr. President, I
rise today to congratulate one of North
Carolina’s good corporate citizens for
receiving two prestigious international
awards this week. Nortel Networks is a
global supplier of telecom and data
networking solutions and has been an
employer in North Carolina since 1974.
They employ over 9,000 people in the
Raleigh-Durham area, over 32,000 em-
ployees across the United States and
approximately 80,000 people in over 150
countries. Over 40 percent of Nortel
Networks’ worldwide revenues are gen-
erated from their facilities in Raleigh-
Durham.

Nortel Networks’ CEO John Roth re-
ceived ‘‘The Emerging Markets CEO of
the Year Award,’’ which acknowledges
companies whose expansion into
emerging markets has contributed sig-
nificantly to the corporation and has
benefitted the countries involved. This
award was presented at a special event
during the IMF/World Bank annual
meeting this week in Washington.

Nortel Networks was also recognized
this week as ‘‘The World’s Most Global
Company’’ in the electricals sector, by
the editors of Global Finance, a maga-
zine known for its reporting of world fi-
nancial matters. Other companies who
have received this award in the past in-
clude IBM, Citibank, Reuters, and
Avon.

These awards are well deserved. A
country’s communications structures,
capabilities and services—its
‘‘infostructure’’—is directly linked to
its standard of living. The network
technologies Nortel Networks has
brought to emerging markets has
helped improve the standard of living
for the citizens of these countries, pro-
viding them a much faster ascent into
the 21st Century. Advanced network
technologies promise greater opportu-
nities to improve their education and
health care, as well as expand business
and employment.

I hope my colleagues will join me in
congratulating this world leader which
also happens to be a stellar North
Carolina corporation.∑
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